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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 20 are currently pending in this application. 

2. Claims 1 -2, 6-1 0, 1 2-1 7, and 20 are currently amended as filed on 02/1 6/2009. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

5. With respect to claim 1 , it is directed towards an account server. The applicant's 
specification defines an account server as "The account server 110, application 
server 140, and application clients 125, 135 of embodiments can be implemented 
in hardware, software, firmware, or a combination thereof." Thus, as the system 
can be completely directed to software, the claims are rejected for being directed 
towards software per se. Furthermore, claim 10 is a "means for" claim that doesn't 
particularly point out or define a hardware element. Thus, the means to produce the 
limitations are directed towards the system of claim 1 and are, therefore, also rejected. 
Likewise, claims 2-9 and 11-13 are also rejected as being dependent upon claims 1 and 
10 (respectively). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1, 6-7, 14, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carolan et al. (Pre-Grant Publication No. US 2004/0133440 A1, 
as presented in applicant's Information Disclosure Statement dated 01/10/2008), 
hereinafter Carolan, in view of Tapsell et al. (Pre-Grant Publication No. US 
2004/0102992 A1), hereinafter Tapsell. 

8. With respect to claims 1 and 14, Carolan disclosed a system for monitoring 
guests in a network community 0004, lines 1-7, where the shared information is with 
guest users), comprising: an account database maintaining a plurality of resident 
accounts for a plurality of resident users of the network community (0035, lines 1-4, 
where the divorced parents are the resident users and the dependents are the guest 
users. Also, the use of databases can be seen in 0079, lines 1-4); the resident user of 
the resident account being enabled to offer guest invitations to accept and establish a 
guest account sponsored by the resident user (0045, lines 10-12) and relaying the 
availability status of the guests to the resident user (01 22, lines 31 -38). However, 
Carolan did not explicitly state a resident account being allocated a limit on a number of 
guest slots that are available to be filled with guests having guest accounts and the 
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number of guest invitations enabled to be offered being greater than the number of 
guest slots available to be filled; and an account server updating availability of the guest 
slots associated with the respective resident account upon acceptance of a guest 
invitation by a guest making the acceptance. 

On the other hand, Tapsell did teach a resident account being allocated a limit on 
a number of guest slots that are available to be filled with guests having guest accounts 
(0044, lines 1-9 and 0039, lines 1-7, where the latter shows that the former is done with 
respect to an account) and the number of guest invitations enabled to be offered being 
greater than the number of guest slots available to be filled (0044, lines 1 -9, where the 
time slot being filled means that more than one person is attempting to utilize a slot); 
and an account server updating availability of the guest slots associated with the 
acceptance of a guest invitation by a guest making the acceptance (0044, lines 1-9, 
where the time slot being shown as unavailable means that the system was updated). 
Both the systems of Carolan and Tapsell are directed towards providing online services 
to guests/visitors and therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to modify the teachings of Carolan, to utilize a 
distinct number of guest slots, as taught by Tapsell, as an adaptation to limit the amount 
of people who may join into the system for a plethora of reasons. For example: to 
control bandwidth usage. 

9. As for claim 6, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 1 above. In addition, 
Carolan disclosed wherein the status of the at least one guest account is updated in the 



Application/Control Number: 10/820,422 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2451 

respective resident account after the status of the at least one guest account has 
changed 0122, lines 31-38). 

10. As for claim 7, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 1 above. In addition, 
Carolan disclosed wherein a provider of the network community offers a network service 
to members of the network community, the members comprising resident users and 
guest users 0035, lines 1-4). 

11. As for claim 18, is rejected on the same basis as claim 14 above. In addition, 
Carolan disclosed providing a network service to members of the network community, 
the members comprising resident users and guest users (0035, lines 1-4). 

12. Claims 8-9, 16-17, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carolan, in view of Tapsell, in view of Szeto et al (Pre-Grant 
Publication No US 2003/0140103 A1) hereinafter Szeto. 

1 3. As for claim 8, The combination of Carolan and Tapsell did not explicitly state 
wherein: the network community comprises an instant messaging community; and a 
contact list of the respective resident user is updated with contact information of a user, 
after a guest invitation is sent from the respective resident user to the user, wherein: the 
contact information of the user is further updated if the user accepts the guest invitation; 
the contact information of the user is removed from the contact list if the user declines 
the guest invitation. However, Szeto did teach wherein: the network community 
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comprises an instant messaging community; and a contact list of the respective resident 
user is updated with contact information of a user (Abstract), after a guest invitation is 
sent from the respective resident user to the user, wherein: the contact information of 
the user is further updated if the user accepts the guest invitation; the contact 
information of the user is removed from the contact list if the user declines the guest 
invitation ([0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is obvious that the status of the account will update once 
a connection is made or broken) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the combination of Carolan and Tapsell to adapt the status of 
a user attempting to connect to another, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and 
efficiently maintain a standard instant messaging system. 

14. As for claim 9, The combination of Carolan and Tapsell did not explicitly state a 
presence server maintaining presence information of members of the network 
community, wherein the presence server determines the presence information of the at 
least one guest user from the status of the at least one guest account of the at least one 
guest user, wherein the presence information includes a particular presence state that 
indicates that the at least one guest account has not been activated. However, Szeto 
taught a presence server maintaining presence information of members of the network 
community ([0048], lines 25-29), wherein the presence server determines the presence 
information of the at least one guest from the status of the at least one guest account of 
the at least one guest, wherein the presence information includes a particular presence 
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state that indicates that the at least one guest account has not been activated ([0048], 
lines 35-43). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the combination of Carolan and Tapsell to utilize a 
presence server, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and efficiently maintain a 
standard instant messaging system. 

1 5. As for claim 16, The combination of Carolan and Tapsell did not explicitly state 
updating the status of the at least one guest account in the respective resident account 
if a user has accepted a guest invitation from the respective resident user of the 
respective resident account; and updating the status of the at least one guest account in 
the respective resident account if the user has declined the guest invitation from the 
respective resident user. However, Szeto taught updating the status of the at least one 
guest account in the respective resident account if a user has accepted a guest 
invitation from the respective resident user of the respective resident account; and 
updating the status of the at least one guest account in the respective resident account 
if the user has declined the guest invitation from the respective resident user ([0048], 
lines 35-43 and [0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is obvious that the status of the account will update 
once a connection is made or broken). It would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of Carolan 
and Tapsell to adapt the status of a user attempting to connect to another, as taught by 
Szeto, in order to accurately and efficiently maintain a standard instant messaging 
system. 
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16. As for claim 1 7, The combination of Carolan and Tapsell did not explicitly state 
defining different representations for the status of the at least one guest account; 
updating the status of the at least one guest account to a first representation if a user 
has accepted the guest invitation from the respective resident user and the respective 
resident user does not have a vacant guest slot available for the user; and updating the 
status information of the at least one guest account to a second representation if the 
user has accepted a guest invitation from the respective resident user and the user has 
successfully completed a procedure for setting-up the at least one guest account of the 
user. 

However, Szeto did teach defining different representations for the status of the 
at least one guest account ([0048], lines 35-43); updating the status of the at least one 
guest account to a first representation ([0048], lines 35-43) if a user has accepted the 
guest invitation from the respective resident user and the respective resident user does 
not have a vacant guest slot available for the user (it is obvious that a status change will 
occur if the guest user is denied access); and updating the status information of the at 
least one guest account to a second representation if the user has accepted a guest 
invitation from the respective resident user and the user has successfully completed a 
procedure for setting-up the at least guest account of the user ([0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is 
obvious that the status of the account will update once a connection is made or broken). 
It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify The combination of Carolan and Tapsell to adapt the status of a 
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user attempting to connect to another, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and 
efficiently maintain a standard instant messaging system. 



1 7. As for claim 1 9, The combination of Carolan and Tapsell did not explicitly state 
sending a guest invitation to a user from the respective resident user; updating a 
contact list of the respective resident user with contact information of the user after the 
guest invitation is sent from the respective resident user to the user; updating the 
contact information of the user with additional information provided by the user if the 
user accepts the guest invitation; and removing the contact information of the user from 
the contact list if the user declines the guest invitation. 

However, Szeto taught sending a guest invitation to a user from the respective 
resident user (claim 9, line 1 ); updating a contact list of the respective resident user with 
contact information of the user after the guest invitation is sent from the respective 
resident user to the user ([0048], lines 35-43); updating the contact information of the 
user with additional information provided by the user if the user accepts the guest 
invitation; and removing the contact information of the user from the contact list if the 
user declines the guest invitation ([0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is obvious that the status of the 
account will update once a connection is made or broken). It would have been obvious 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify The 
combination of Carolan and Tapsell to adapt the status of a user attempting to connect 
to another, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and efficiently maintain a standard 
instant messaging system. 
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18. As for claim 20, The combination of Carolan and Tapsell did not explicitly state 
maintaining presence information on members of the network community, and 
determining presence information of the at least one guest based upon the status 
information in the guest account of the at least one guest. However, Szeto taught 
maintaining presence information on members of the network community ([0048], lines 
25-29), and determining presence information of the at least one guest based upon the 
status information in the guest account of the at least one guest ([0048], lines 35-43) It 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify The combination of Carolan and Tapsell to adapt the status of a 
user attempting to connect to another, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and 
efficiently maintain a standard instant messaging system. 

19. Claims 2-3 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carolan, in view of Tapsell, in view of Keohane et al (Pre-Grant 
Publication No US 2005/0216842 A1) hereinafter Keo. 

20. As for claim 2, The combination of Carolan and Tapsell did not explicitly state 
wherein the guest account information includes a date upon which a guest invitation 
was sent to a respective guest and an end-date upon which the at least one guest 
account is scheduled to end. However, Keo taught wherein the guest account 
information includes a date upon which a guest invitation was sent to the respective 
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guest and an end-date upon which the at least one guest account is scheduled to end 
([0025], lines 1-6 and [0026], lines 1-5). It would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify The combination of Carolan 
and Tapsell in order to mark the pertinent dates of an invitation, as taught by Keo. 
Doing so increases the efficiency of the system by not having to keep side notes or 
reminders. 

21 . As for claim 3, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 2 above. In addition, Keo 
taught wherein the guest account information in the respective resident account is 
updated to include a modification made to the end-date ([0025], lines 1-6 and [0026], 
lines 1-5). 

22. As for claim 1 5, the combination of Carolan and Tapsell taught creating the at 
least one guest account (0035, lines 1-4); adding guest information regarding the at 
least one guest account to the respective resident account upon the creation of the at 
least one guest account (0035, lines 14-15), wherein the guest information includes 
identifying information of the at least one guest account (0122, lines 31-38), wherein the 
modification is initiated by one of a group comprising the at least one guest associated 
with the at least one guest account and the respective resident user sponsoring the at 
least one guest account (0004, lines 1 -7). However, The combination of Carolan and 
Tapsell did not explicitly state wherein the guest information further includes an end- 
date upon which the at least one guest account is scheduled to end; updating the guest 
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information to incorporate a modification made to the end-date. On the other hand, Keo 
did teach such a system ([0025], lines 1-6 and [0026], lines 1-5). It would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
The combination of Carolan and Tapsell in order to mark the pertinent dates of an 
invitation, as taught by Keo. Doing so increases the efficiency of the system by not 
having to keep side notes or reminders. 

23. Claims 4-5 and 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carolan, in view of Tapsell, in view of Keo, and in further view 
of Szeto. 

24. As for claim 4, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 2. The combination of 
Carolan, Tapsell, and Keo, however, did not explicitly state wherein: the guest invitation 
is an email. On the other hand, Szeto did teach such a system ([0008] lines 4-9 and 
[0028] lines 4-1 1 and [0015] lines 1-4, where the last reference shows that 
communication via email is part of the system). It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of 
Carolan, Tapsell, and Keo to utilize email invitations, as taught by Szeto, for email was 
a standard line of communication. 

25. As for claim 5, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 2. The combination of 
Carolan, Tapsell, and Keo, however, did not explicitly state wherein the guest invitation 
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is an instant message. On the other hand, Szeto did teach such a system ([0008] lines 
4-9 and [0028] lines 4-11). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of Carolan, Tapsell, and 
Keo to utilize instant messaging invitations, as taught by Szeto, for instant messaging 
was in common use at the time of the invention. 

26. With respect to claim 1 0, Carolan taught a system for monitoring guest users of a 
network community (0004, lines 1-4, where the dependents are the guests), comprising: 
means for storing a plurality of resident accounts for a plurality of resident users of the 
network community (0035, lines 1-4, where the divorced parents are the resident users 
and the dependents are the guest users. Also, the use of databases can be seen in 
0079, lines 1-4); means for updating a respective resident account with the status of the 
at least one guest account (01 22, lines 31 -38); and means for adding account 
information concerning the at least one guest account to the respective resident account 
upon the generation of the at least one guest account (0035, lines 14-15), 
Carolan also taught wherein a user of the at least one guest account maintains 
administrative control over the at least one guest account (0035, lines 14-15, where the 
limited member is the guest; 0045, 11-13, where inviting others to join a community is 
administrative control) and relaying the availability status of the guests to the resident 
user (0122, lines 31-38). 

However, Carolan did not explicitly state a resident account being allocated a 
limit on a number of guest slots that are available to be filled with guests having guest 
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accounts and the number of guest invitations enabled to be offered being greater than 
the number of guest slots available to be filled; and an account server updating 
availability of the guest slots associated with the respective resident account upon 
acceptance of a guest invitation by a guest making the acceptance. 

On the other hand, Tapsell did teach a resident account being allocated a limit on 
a number of guest slots that are available to be filled with guests having guest accounts 
(0044, lines 1-9 and 0039, lines 1-7, where the latter shows that the former is done with 
respect to an account) and the number of guest invitations enabled to be offered being 
greater than the number of guest slots available to be filled (0044, lines 1 -9, where the 
time slot being filled means that more than one person is attempting to utilize a slot); 
and an account server updating availability of the guest slots associated with the 
acceptance of a guest invitation by a guest making the acceptance (0044, lines 1-9, 
where the time slot being shown as unavailable means that the system was updated). 
Both the systems of Carolan and Tapsell are directed towards providing online services 
to guests/visitors and therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to modify the teachings of Carolan, to utilize a 
distinct number of guest slots, as taught by Tapsell, as an adaptation to limit the amount 
of people who may join into the system for a plethora of reasons. For example: to 
control bandwidth usage. 

However, Carolan did not explicitly state wherein the account information 
includes a date and an end-date upon which the at least one guest account is 
scheduled to end. On the other hand, Keo did teach such a system ([0025], lines 1-6 
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and [0026], lines 1-5). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify Carolan in order to mark the pertinent dates 
of an invitation, as taught by Keo. Doing so increases the efficiency of the system by 
not having to keep side notes or reminders. 

However, the combination of Carolan and Keo do not teach upon which a guest 
invitation was sent to a respective guest. However, Szeto did teach such a system 
([0048], lines 35-43 and [0028], lines 4-1 1 ). It would have been obvious to modify the 
combination of Carolan and Keo in order to adapt the system to allow a guest user to be 
invited, as taught by Szeto. Doing so allows the system to function efficiently. 

27. As for claim 1 1 , it is rejected on the same basis as claim 1 0 above. In addition, 
Szeto taught means for sending a guest invitation to a user from the respective resident 
user (claim 9, line 1 ); and means for updating a contact list of the respective resident 
user with contact information of the user after the guest invitation is sent from the 
respective resident user to the user. ([0028], lines 4-1 1 , it is obvious that the status of 
the account will update once a connection is made or broken, further more, a contact list 
is a standard part of an instant messenger 

28. As for claim 12, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 10 above. In addition, 
Szeto taught means for maintaining presence information of members of the network 
community ([0048], lines 23-24), wherein the presence information of the at least one 
guest is determined from the status of the at least guest account of the at least one 
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guest ([0048], lines 23-24), wherein the presence information of the at least one guest is 
accessible by the respective resident user sponsoring the at least one guest ([0048], 
lines 35-43). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the combination of Carolan, Tapsell, and Keo to 
utilize a presence server, as taught by Szeto, in order to accurately and efficiently 
maintain a standard instant messaging system. 

29. As for claim 13, it is rejected on the same basis as claim 10 above. In addition, 
Szeto taught means for notifying the at least one guest of a current status of the at least 
one guest account of the at least one guest ([0048], lines 23-24); and means for 
notifying the respective resident user of the current status of the at least one guest 
account of the at least one guest sponsored by the respective resident user ([0048] 
lines 35-43). It would have been obvious to an ordinary person skilled in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the combination of Carolan, Tapsell, and Keo in order to 
alert respective users of the status of other users, as taught by Szeto. This practice 
was in common use in instant messenger systems at the time. 

Response to Arguments 

30. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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31 . The applicant argues on page 10 that "Carolan describes a community portal 
that allows a member to arrange a personal community. See para. 0043. "Thus, 
members are able to invite others (including non-members) to join their personal 
community. Invited non-members must become global community members, in 
order to join personal communities." See para. 0045. "Inviting someone to join 
one's personal community does not itself create a global community account. 
However, the invited person must have an account in order to join the personal 
community of any member." See para. 0068. As such, Carolan describes that a 
user has to already be a member of the community portal before the user can join 
a personal community." However, the claimed language does not specify or distinctly 
define the guest member not being a member of a parent community, and etc. Thus the 
listed arguments are not reflected in the claimed language. In response to applicant's 
argument that the references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is 
noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., not being members of a global 
community and etc) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

32. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOSEPH L. GREENE whose telephone number is 
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(571 )270-3730. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 
9:00 AM to 4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JLG 

/John Follansbee/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2451 



